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ABSTRACT
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Support of Prior Learning Assessment' (Rebecca C. Hull) highlights
arguments in opposition to the acceptance of prior learning
assessment and the responses that might best counter these arguments.
"Qutcomes Assessment of Prior Learning Assessment Programs'" (Debra A.
Dagavarian, William M. Walters) identifies program objectives usesful
to all prior learning assessment programs and lists five generic,
desired outcomes for each of three constituencies. Desired outcomes
for students are as follows: to give them the forum to investigate
the structure of college-level learning; to engage them in setting
educational objectives; to enable them to gain a new sense of self;
to ensure prior leaining assessment certifies readiness to move on to
further education; and to ensure prior learning assessment expedites
attainment of a college degree. Desired outcomes for faculty are as
follows: to enhance faculty's typical mode of interaction with a
subject area; to broaden faculty's perspective on the subject matter;
to encourage c¢ross disciplinary awareness; to heighten faculty's
sense of professional self-esteem; and to provide faculty with the
opportunity for a qualitatively different type of communication with
students, Desired outcomes for the institution are as follows: to
enhance institutional image as caring and committed; to demonstrate
flexibility and responsiveness to adult students; to create a culture
of self-examination; to attract greater numbers and diversity of
adult students; and to attract a greater diversity of faculty.
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IN SuPPORT OF PRIOR LLEARNING ASSESSMENT

Rebecca C. Hull

Over the past two decades, prior
leaming assessment programs on
college campuses have met with a
great deal of opposition. Stalwarts of
traditional, classroom-based leaming
have tried to roadblock the efforts of
PLA advocates to create such
programs. What are some of the
arguments in opposition to the
acceptance of prior learning assess-
ment? More importantly, what
responses might best counter these
arguments?

This was the topic for the second
annual electronic conference, held in
conjunction with the National
Institute on the Assessment of
Experiential Learning, June 12-15,
1992, Most participants were familiar
with opposition to the acceptance of
prior learning assessment. Views of
PLA and approaches to countering
arguments against its acceptance
varied greatly, aliowing for an
interesting collection of responses
from individuals with widely varied
backgrounds in the field.

Responses were based on argu-
ments with which participants kad
dealt, both within their individual
institutions, and in the academic
community as a whole. It is generally
agreed (hat PLA can be more rigorous
than classroom leaming. Students
who feel that constructing a porttolio
1s too difficult should opt for a
different means of earning credit.

Prior learning assessment is one
component of a system which offers
many alternatives to adult leamers. In
the progressive institution, each
student is provided with information
about options for methods of earning
credit, and advisors help the student
select the combination which is most
appropriate for his or her needs.
Many students select a variety of
methods for earning credit, depending
on their capacity for leaming and
prior knowledge of each particular
subject area.

Critics of prior learning assessment
question how learning can take place
without classroom interaction and
teacher input. Skeptics should be
given the opportunity to read portfo-
lios, and to meet and talk with
students before rendering judgment
about the validity of PLA. Faculty
who become engaged in evaluating
portfolios usually are favorably
impressed with the quality of learning
represented in each portfolio. Also,
PLA is a good drawing card for an
institution, providing an initial
attraction for students who might
otherwise choose a different college.

Reliability and validity studies
should be conducted periodically,
both to support the institution’s claim
that prior learning assessment is an
appropriate method of earning credit
and to provide empirical data,
reinforcing PLA as an academically
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sound means of demonstrating
knowledge. It is important to hold
regular training and development
sessions for faculty who evaluate
portfolios. These sessions provide a
supportive atmosphere in which
policies, difficulties, successes and
new approaches c¢-.n be div ssed.
Prior learning assessmc i, when
balanced with adequate safeguards
and attenticn to students’ individual
needs and abilities, is an extremely
effective tool to help students reach

their career goals. Demonstration of
learning through PLA can be com-
pared favorably to leaming which
takes place in the classroorn. As
criticisms of the PLA process are met,
challenged and countered, more and
more faculty, students and adminis-
trators are realizing the tremendous
value such programs can bring, both
to the institution and to the individual
student ss he or she journeys toward
educational fulfillment.




OUuTCOMES ASSESSMENT OF

PRIOR LLEARNING ASSESSMENT PROGRAMS
Debra A. Dagavarian

Seeking excellence in higher
education programs for adults gives
administrators good cause to employ
an ongoing system of outcomes
assessment. A key step of the multi-
program goals and objectives. This
paper begins to consider not only
process goals, but desired outcomes
for three discrete constituencies:
students, faculty and the institution.
Initially, we identified several
program objectives which can be
useful to virtually all prior learning
assessment programs. Next, we listed
five generic, desired outcomes for
each of the three censtituencies.
These objectives are, by no means,
exhaustive, but are intended to
provide a framework for further
elaboration by individual institutions.

Process Goals and Objectives

Prior to determining a program’s
desired outcomes for each of its
parties, the administrator should
examine the program’s goals in terms
of the institutional mission. Does the
institutional mission .tress commu-
nity service? Does it support and
foster research? What type of student
is the institution committed to
recruiting and serving? Can adult
students be served adequately? Is the
institutional mission bised on
religious or philosophical imperative?
is the institution exclusive or does it

Willian: M. Walters

have open admissions? To what
extent is quality emphasized in the
mission? Diversity? What are the
most important characteristics of an
institution as derived tfrom its
mission? Questions such as these
must be considered before elaborating
program goals.

Process objectives are connected
to desired outcomes for the three
constituencies of students, faculty and
the institution. (See Urban Whitaker's
Assessing Learning: Standards.,
Principles and Procedures. 1989, Th.
Council for Adult and Experiential
Learning.) The five goals and
objeclives stated below are basic and
general enough to be applicable to
most programs in prior learning
assessment.

It is necessary that process goals
be monitored and evaluated on a
regular basis, and that this evaluation
be integrated into the larger outcomes
assessment plan, Measurement of
these general objectives is accom-
plished simply: for example. the
evaluation process could be reviewed
in light of the stated objectives:
students can be surveyed at different
points in the process: and taculty and
staff can be queried.

The first objective is that the
program have well-defined and casily
understood procedures which can be
conveyed clearly by staff. The second
objective, denved from the first. is
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that all print materials be clear and
casily understood. As discussed in
Whitaker's book. it is essential that
information about the program be
disclosed readily, truthfully and
openty. Students should always have
access to information trom both oral
and written sources. Statf need to be
trained so that they are helpful,
knowledgeable, supportive and
courteous. In like manner. print
materials need * 5 be well-written,
accurate and r cormative. This
extends even to advertising about the
program: ethical issues arise when
false information is promoted.

Corollary to the objectives above
is the third process goal: that feed-
back trom assessors, if shared with
the student, be reasonably extensive,
appropriate and uscful. Prior learning
assessment programs differ in how
the assessment itself appears. Some
institutions provide a narrative
description of the student’s assessed
knowledge. Others may offer a
guestionnaire which is filled out by
the assessor, and still others may
provide a check-oft sheet. Some
programs do not disclose the contents
of the assessment, but those that do
should design a way to give their
students the most descriptive feed-
back possible within the constraints
of the particular program. If the
quality of demonstrated learning is
not adequate. studenls need to know
where they fell short. If the quality of
the demonstrated knowledge is
strong, students will appreciate the
positive commentary,

The fourth process objective is that
the requirements be neither too
difficult nor without challenge. Prior
learning assessment programs that arc

deemed too “easy” are not pe ceived
as being valid by others in the
academic community. It is important
to reiterate that prior learning
assessment is valid only when credit
is granted for demonstrated knowl-
edge. not merely for experience.
Therefore, whatever procedures are
used to assess knowledge. it is critical
that evidence of that knowledge
exists. (If the method used to assess
knowledge is an oral interview, or
oral examination, there must be a
complete elaboration of the param-
eters of that knowledge. In some
institutions, this is written by the
assessor, in others, by the student as
an adjunct to the oral assessment.)

The fifth process objective is that
the prior learning assessment be
appropniately priced. Consistency is
most important; any fees for such
assessments should be consistent with
the general approach to other institu-
tional fees and tuition. This objective
can be measured simply by review mng
the current fee structure, comparing
the structure to that of other institu-
tions and surveying students.

Desired Outecomes for Students
The first objective and desired
outcome of a prior learning assess-
ment program for its students is to
give students the torum to investigate

the structure of college-level learning.

The portfolio process involves many
skills and the ability to place leamning
in the context ¢f academic structures.
Students acquire insight into the
educational system and knowledge of
creditable college-level learning.
Related to that is the desired

outcome of engaging students in
setting cducational objectives. Prior
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learning assessment is an invaluable
learning experience in itself; it
enables the student to look at learning
through work or community experi-
ence to reflect on the role of learning
in life. Students discover how further
cducation will heip them develop the
necessary skills and knowledge for
career and educational advancement.

A third outcome, then. is to enable
students to gain a new scnse of self.
In the course of developing the
portfolio, the student discovers what
hefshe knows about the chosen arca
of leaming and usually acquires a
new scnse of accomplishment in this
field. The granting of credit equates
students” informally-acquired
learning to that which is acquired in
the classroom, so students view
themselves not merely as a sort of
“collegiate tabula rasa,” but as
knowledgeable and well on the way
to achieving the degree.

The tourth desired outcome is that
prior leaming assessment should,
through the use of a valuable assess-
ment tool, certity the student’s
rcadiness to move on to further
education. It is expected that the
student will demonstrate excellent
analytical, critical thinking and
communication skills in producing
the final product. The portfolio
provides many indications of cogni-
tive and affective growth. with
documentation {Tom supervisors,
peers, trainers. faculty and staff, Tt is
a current acknowledgment of past
stccess, and tangible evidence of the
student’s ability to achicve comtinued
success in academia,

These four desired outcomes
might. perhaps, be measured gualita-
tively through the academic advise-

ment process. The appropriately-
trained academic advisor or mentor,
through directed discussions with the
student, can determine the extent to
which the student has achieved the
fevel of critical thinking intrinsic to
and required for the above outcomes.
The final desired outcome for
students, and often the most impor-
tant from the student’s perspective, is
that prior learming assessment
expedites the student’s attainment of
a college degree. Most adults enter
higher education with college level
knowledge. and if such knowledge is
appropriate to the chosen degree
program, students can come that
much closer to completion of the
program: prior learning assessmerit
affords them that opportunity. This
goal 1s easily measured by a simple,
structured review of student files,

Desired Quicomes for Faculty

Benefits of prior learning assess-
mcnt for the faculty who conduct
assessments have been rarely identi-
fied. Yet the process can prove
enriching for them, much as it does
for students. In terms of faculty’s
relationship with students. and their
subject matter, several desired
outcomes can be noted.

One such objective of prior
fearning assessment is to enhance
facuity’s typical mode of interaction
with a subject area. Instruction
involves the imparting of knowledge
about a particular content area, and
the development of skills to further
extract such knowledge from varied
sources. Prior learning assessment
runs somewhat counter to the peda-
gogical process, in that the param-
eters of the knowledge unit (in terms

8___
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of coment. applications, theory and
process) are initially defined by the
student, and then evaluated (or. in a
sense, sanctioned) by taculty. The
exercise of assessing a student’s prior
learning, then, necessarily disposes
faculty to interact differently with the
subject matter.

So, too, follows the desired
outcome of broadening faculty’s
perspective on the subject matter.
Often. the student’s prior knowledge
is predominantly practical ratner than
theoretical, and might, therefore,
cffer a fresh, more current perspec-
tive on the topic. Conducting such
assessiments has the potential for
providing faculty with insights
ordinarily unavailable to the class-
room instructor or scholar,

A third objective tor facully is to
encourage cross disciplinary aware-
ness. Depending on the process of
frior learning assessment uttlized, the
faculty might be involved in prior
learning assessment advising, In
advising the student to identily
experiences and to extract college
level knowledge from those experi-
ences, faculty are encouraged to look
beyond their own disciplines,

Another desired outcome is to
heighten faculty's sense of profes-
sional self-csteem within an institu-
tion. Faculty who possess a sensitivity
to the needs of adult learners, and
who are able to apply the appropriate
criteria to the assessment of experien-
tial learning, are highly valued in
progressive institutions. They should
know that their academic expertise is
essential to the task of assessment.
Faculty are valued not only for their
content arca expertise, but also for
their expertise in the assessment of

experiential learning.

Finally. prior leamning assessment
should provide facuity with the
opportunity for a qualitatively
different type of communication with
students. In assessing experiential
learning. faculty should be encour-
aged to communicate (whether in
person, over the telephone, through
the mail or electronically) with the
student, particularly if they believe it
might help either the assessment or
the student. To an extent, the student
becomes closer to being the faculty
member’s intclectual peer in the
subject area. Faculty have even
expressed feeling “honored™ to be
privy to the essays and materials
students prepare for assessment,

Measuring each of these outcornes
may best be accomplished using self-
r¢.orted data. To measure the
enhancement of faculty’s typical
mode of interaction with their subject
area, for example, one might ask how
the assessment of prior learning
allows the professor (o view histher
academic field in a substantively
different way, and whether or not that
exercise enhances his/her interaction -
with the subject area. In assessing the
remaining outcomes, the researcher
might ask the extent to which prior
learning assessment has given the
professor a broadened perspective on
the applications of knowledge in the
ficld: whether the professor has
become more conversant in other
disciplines through assessing prior
learning or advising students prepar-
ing for prior learning assessment.
whether the professor feels his/her
value to the institution has been
enhanced through prior learning
assessment; the extent to which rhe
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quality of communicaiion between
faculty and student is different from
that which takes place in the class-
room; and, finally, whether the
difference has affected the way in
which faculty view students or
experiential learning itself.

Desired Outcomes for the
institution

Outcomes for the institution can be
connected to its public image. its
ability to recruit students or its
internal commitments. One outcome
of prior learning assessment programs
is to enhance institutional image as
cartng and committed. Acknowledg-
ing that adults may have college-level
expericntial learning shows an
institution’s recognition of the value
of knowledge acquired through
practical, everyday life. Granting
college credit for this knowledge
enhances an institution’s image with
the adults who possess this learning,
and with the public in general. To
measure this, the researcher might
sample students and the community.
Surveying the community, to be sure,
may also serve to attract adult
students who otherwise would not
have considered attending college.

Prior learning assessment can also
demonstrate {lexibility and respon-
siveness to adult students. Adults
seeking college degrees wish to be
given the credit they feel they are
due. Also, their daily lives present
more barriers to achieving a degree
than are typical for “traditional-age”
students. The opportunity to earn
credit for prior learning shows an
institution's flexibility and respon-
siveness to the special needs of adult
students, This can be measured by

sampling adult students. To what
extent does the institution meet their
needs?

Another desired outcome may be
to create a culture of self-examination
within the institution. Experiential
learning assessment provides an
institution with qualitative data on its
adult students through exploration of :
their areas of practical knowledge. In
addition, the portfolio method can be
applied to the assessment of numer-
ous other areas in institutional
rescarch, and fosters a new approach
to outcomes assessment. One method
of determining this would be to study
the nature and quality of institutional
research of the present as compared
to carlier years.

A fourth desired outcome of prior
learning assessment for the institution
would be to attract greater numbers
and diversity of adult students. The
promise of the opportunity to camn
credit for experiential knowledge will
attract more adult students, poten-
tially, from a broader geographic
area. They will be just that much
closer to attaining their goal of a
degree. They may, in fact, choose the
institution which grants them credit
for their experiential leaming over
one which is more conveniently
located and does not offer this option.
This can be measured quite simply by
conducting an analysis of registration
data.

Lastly. the institution would want
to attract a greater diversity of
faculty. Experiential learning assess-
ment draws faculty from varied
institutional, philosophical and
experiential backgrounds. Also, the
experience of conducting this type of
assessment provides facuity with a
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qualitatively different academic characterize the professional experi-
ence of faculty, as well as to conduct

experience. To measure this outcome,
4 demographic analysis of the faculty.

setf-reported data can be used (o
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Harriei W. Cabell
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certified as an Educational Specialist and
holds a doctoral degree from the Univer-
sity of Alabama.

Ross Ann Craig

Ross Ann Craig is the vice president for
Student Development at Delaware County
Community College. She has developed
and conducted a variety of workshops in
adult development and assertiveness, and
is a certified trainer in the Student Poten-
tial Program of CAEL. She has trained
assessors working with students in the
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can Personnel and Guidance Association.
Dr. Craig holds a master's degree in Edu-
cation from the University of Florida, a
doctoral degree in Education from Nova
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Jerry Ice
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president and provost at Thomas Edison
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Independent Adult Learning (DIAL). He
received his doctoral degree in Adminis-
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focused upon the educational needs and
goals of adults returning to college.

Elizabeth Kasl

Elizahcth Kasl is a member of the fuculty
of adult and continuing education at Co-
lumbia University's Teachers College,
where she teaches learning theory in the
Adult Education Guided Independent
Study (AEGIS) program. This nontradi-
tional doctoral program for expericnced
practitioners uses students’ professional
experience as a laboratory for learning,
and includes a curricular unit in which
students examine their life experiences
for the purpose of receiving academic
credit. Dr. Kasl also is a member of the
Group for Collaborative Inquiry, an in-
quiry group with particular interests in the
learning processes that enable people to
transform their experiences into meaning-
ful personal knowledge.
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Literature from Princeton University,
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